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Eurocentric roots of the 18th-19th century 
‘conventional historiography’ hoax 


The conventional world history, especially since its appearance in the 20th century, has 
sought to ‘establish a historical context for the integrated and interdependent world of 
modern times’ (Bentley cited in Mazlish 1998, p. 386). Its framework emerged as a 
reflection of the new nationalist and Eurocentric methodologies, which have self- 
established and differentiated from the Ancient Model in the course of 18-19 centuries. 


The Eurocentrism metastasized further and introduced a rather schizophrenic 3-Card 
Monte-styled confusion, and methodological imprecision as the basic framework of this 
new, uneven, unjust, and unilateral mismanagement. 

The 21st century didn’t brought nothing new nor changed anything a bit in the 
rampant Eurocentrism and its persistent denial of Macedonian’ history as indelible 
backbone of the larger European history as a whole. As in the days of Inquisition and 
Afro-American Slavery, today as well various dictators, corrupted politicians, 
moneylenders, Euro-bureaucrats, demorats and republicunts, multi-national mobsters 
and banksters, are desperately trying to hold tight to their grabbed riches, lands and 
privileged positions, and to cover up their own crimes against humanity, forged identities 
and false histories, written by "the winners." Under the guise of false European 
"democracy" and nationally-selective "human values", mass media illusion and 
collective amnesia are promoted in the name of insane Western European aspirations 
for "superiority" and world domination. In no other major civilization do self-regard, self- 
congratulation and denigration of the ‘Other’ run as deep, nor have these tendencies 
infested so many aspects of common thinking, laws, and policy, as they have in 
Western Europe and its overseas colonies. This blatant chauvinistic and racist bestiality 
reached its zenith during the 19th century, disguised briefly after the WW Il, but 
resurfaced and metastasized again as the hostilities between the Great Powers reached 
new heights. 

Western Eurocentric falsified history, although it was actually introduced in the 40’s 
of the 19th century, it is a long-term product and consequence of the centuries-old 
massacres, genocides, and bloodthirsty wars for supremacy and dominance in Europe. 
Eurocentrism has been variously defined as an attitude, conceptual apparatus, or set of 
“empirical” beliefs that depict Europe as “the primary engine and architect of world 
history’, and the (exclusive) bearer of universal values and reason (of the “chosen 
ones”) for progress and development. This grotesque egocentric pattern-doctrine was 
sublimated and outlined as early as with the Macedonian-Roman wars (215-30 BCE), 
and with later division of the Roman Empire into Eastern Romeian and Western 
barbarian kingdoms, unscrupulously confirmed through several religious wars and 
consequent divisions of Europe into ‘Eastern Orthodox’ and ‘Western Catholic’, 
‘Protestant’, ‘Muslim’, etc. As in AD 796, at the Synod of the Holy Church held on the 
banks of river Danube (Conventus episcoporum ad ripas Danubii), when they choose 
the river Drina as a relative border and demarcation line between the two rival 
churches.” Austro-Hungary had crossed that boundary on September 1914, after the 


" I could’ve use the modern politically-correct term “Balkans” instead, but that’s yet another 
hoax inserted by Eurocentric doctrine in the 19th century. 


=A congregation of bishops on the banks of the river Danube (Conventus episcoporum ad ripas 
Danubii) was carried in 796. It was organized by Pepin, the son of Frankish king Charles the 


Battle of Drina, and ever since they try and retry to push the eastern boundaries of their 
Western empire further East from ‘Osterreich’ (today ‘Austria’, the then ‘Eastern 
kingdom’).” 


Great (742/747-814, king since 768, emperor since 800). In addition to the Bavarian bishops, the 
Patriarch Paulinus II of Aquileia (787-802/804) also took part. This congregation discussed ‘Re- 
Christianization’ of the territory conquered from the Avar Khaganate. It is apparent from the 
record that even before that date there was an intensive spread of Christian faith from the 
Apostolic Church in Macedonia (Justiniana Prima - Ohrid Archiepiscopacy) and the Holy See in 
Constantinople. But, Pepin reassigned the part of Lower Pannonia to the clerical administration 
of Arno, the Bishop of Salzburg, to spread the western-rite Christianity among the Avars and 
Slavic tribes. On the basis of information on the Synod in 796, an important Czech art historian 
Josef Cibulka assumed that the inhabitants of Pannonia, who were subjected to Avars, were 
already (Orthodox) Christians in the 2nd half of the 8th century, or even earlier (Cibulka 
1958,175). He claimed that the (Orthodox) Christians mentioned in the report from the Synod 
were Macedonic-rite Slavic population living in Pannonia. In his opinion, it is evident from this 
information that the Moravians were neighbors of (Orthodox) Christians from Pannonia in the 
2nd half of the 8th century. The Slovak historian Rastislav Koziak (2006,138-139) emphasizes 
that in this period Christians were searched for among the descendants of “Romanized” (by the 
Eastern Romeian church!) population who survived in isolation in some parts of Pannonia. To 
lesser extent, they were also descendants of Christian prisoners. In case of the Sclavonians (i.e. 
inhabitants of Pannonia), he thinks that the (Orthodox) Christianity penetrated only among the 
elites in the border areas of Longobardy and later in the Franconian regions. 


Shttps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Austria#:~:text=The%20German%20name%20for%20Austria, %2 
2Ostarr%C3 % AEchi%20document% 22% 200f%20996 
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With the fall of the first known European empire (the Macedonian) in 2nd century 
BCE, the millennia-long Golgotha and struggle of Macedonians (but also of Dacians, 
Gauls, Iberians, Skythians, Tribalians, Veneti, etc.) for their lost freedom, statehood and 
independence began. Historically speaking, no other ancient nation has suffered and 
survived so many and so long the burden of numerous occupations, conquests and 
wars like Macedonians. About this millennial Calvary, the famous Irish patriot Roger 
Casement (Roger Casement, executed by the British after the Irish Uprising in 1916) 
said: "/ know of two tragic histories in the world - that of Ireland and that of Macedonia. 
Both were enslaved and tortured." 

The centennial struggle of the Romans against the Macedonians, the Western 
against the Eastern Romeian Empire (created and ruled by Macedonian dynasties)’, the 
Catholic against the Orthodox Church (created by Rome popes and Justinian | the 


* Constantine I the Great, Justinian I the Great (Lat. Flavius Petrus Sabbatius Justinianus), etc. 
See the ‘Macedonian Dynasty’. 


Great, born in the village of Taor near Skopje, Macedonia), didn’t stop with the fall of 
Arkona’, nor with the Crusades and the fall of Constantinople. All the divisions of the 
Macedonic Peninsula and Macedonian peoples represent only a diversion of the 
Western imperialists and capitalists for the conquest of the ancient Macedonian region 


= tee 


Above: underlined with red: Europus and Europos, two of the numerous Macedonian 
toponyms that have the word root ‘Europe’ in their names 


of Europe, from where the very name of this continent comes’, and only recreates 
discord, violence, destruction and wars. 


? https://www.amazon.com/FALL-ARKONA-TWILIGHT-SLA VIC-HEATHENISM- 
ebook/dp/BO8MRX VDP3#:~:text=THE%20FALL%200F%20ARKONA %20%2D%20deals,the 
%20second%20half%20o0f%20the 


° Ancient Macedonian king Aeropo (398-394 BCE), but also a mythical Macedono-Thracian 
river EBpoc (i.e. Evros or Nevros) - ‘he-goat’(?), or Dionis, in which his head was thrown after 
he was killed, from where the nymphs of the river have taken it to heaven. The Macedono- 
Thracian term for ‘goat’ is a gloss recorded in the Hesychian lexicon. The Macedono-Thracian 
river Nevros or Evros/Ebros (and/or Hebros, today ‘Maritsa’ river) can be treated, according to 
Hesychios of Alexandria, as one of typical examples of hydronyms derived from animal names 
(see Simeonov 1974, 321). As far as etymological aspects are concerned, Frisk (1960, 435) lists 
the Macedono-Thracian eBpog as remaining with no convincing etymology (“Ohne 
Etymologie’”’). Georgiev (1960, 26), following Walde and Pokorny (1930, 198), tries to derive 
the Macedono-Thracian word for ‘he-goat’ from the Indo-European archetype *yebhros- or 
*eibhros- (literally ‘fututor’ or ‘spatterer’), thus connecting it with the Indo-European root 
*eibh- ‘to copulate’ (see Pokorny 1959, 298), cf. Macedonian: ebati - ‘fuck-you/it’, Sanskrit: 
ydbhati - ‘he copulates’, Serbo-Croatian: yebati, etc. In his later works on Macedono-Thracian 
problems Georgiev (1977; 1981) does not repeat this explanation and because of its clear 


But, the institutionalized inhuman monster of Eurocentrism started to take its actual 
and most radical shape already at the beginning of the 16th century, with the discovery 
of the ‘New World’. The neoliberal-imperialist changes and harsh colonial processes 
unleashed by Europe's post-feudal expansions were about to get much worse. The 
bloody conquest and holocaust that followed resulted into most inhuman and unseen 
genocide of the indigenous “American” populations, which brought terrible atrocities and 
hard-to believe mass-ethnocide, total destruction and extinction for more than 40 million 
of autochthonous tribes and peoples. That much is the estimated number of those 
which have been killed by the white European colonizers. Today humanitarian Calvary, 
War and post-war crises in Afghanistan, Irag, Libya, Palestine, Syria, Yemen, ex- 
Yugoslavia, Ukraine, etc., are just the sad new episodes of this millennial, global- 
colonial and neo-colonial conflict. After conquering and stealing everything that could’ve 
steal from the autochthonous American population, they went further, to Africa, Australia 
and Asia... 

In the perspective of this ‘Paleolithic-vultures’ and scavengers-kind of barbarian 
struggle for supremacy, wealth and hegemony, the Western-idiocracy, unable to accept 
the fact that the first historical empire of Europe is not theirs, in the last few centuries 
have entered a new phase of their struggle against the Macedonic and ‘Other’ nations 
cultures and civilizations — by systematic changing, erasing, and falsifying our history. 
This modus operandi has again deep roots in the Western Europe most cruel past. 
Called ‘Damnatio Memoriae’’ it was first carried out by the Romans, after their bloody 
invasion of the Macedonian Peninsula, and especially in Dalmatia and Dacia, 
Macedonia proper, Moesia, Thrace, Asia Minor, and further to Africa. After they 
massacred, enslaved and plundered the indigenous population and their countries, they 
exterminated the urban population and razed to the ground more than two-thirds of all 
the cities in these regions, and then severely prohibited with law and by cruel death 
penalty every notion and memory of these massacres. 

Starting in the 16th century this old Roman modus operandi reappeared in the form 
of modern decomposition of the old European identities, history and common 
knowledge, and spoiling off the cultural heredity of the ‘Others’. Civilizational 


Macedonian etymology tacitly resigns from using it for reconstructing the comparative-historical 
phonology of the Thracian language. Neroznak (1978, 46), having rejected Georgiev’s 
etymology (“MasIo BeposTHO”’), compares the Macedono-Thracian item with Latin: aper (o-stem) 
m. ‘boar’, which is again an obvious metathesis related to Old Macedonian: vepar, Old-Church- 
Slavonic: veprb, anglicized: boar, from Old English: bar and German: bdr 
https://www.etymonline.com/search?q=boar 


7https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Damnatio memoriae#: ~:text=Damnatio%20memoriae%20is%20a 
%20modern,a%20case%20o0f%20historical %20negationism 


achievements and diversity were once again monopolized and thoroughly rewritten. 
This time the Calvary was called ‘Conventional Historiography’, and with the 
Eurocentrism it emerged as an ideological project, shaped by Europe's intellectual 
elites, in function of the self-fulfilling and ever growing European colonial expansionism. 
This new phase especially intensified towards the end of the 18th century, which 
marked not only the legitimization of this last ‘Dark Age’ of humanity, but also the 
introduction of Eurocentric dogmas/doctrines of predestination®, exploiting racism, 
nationalism, and further (political) creation of new artificial “nations” through war and 
colonization. But, also it marked the decline of the religious way of thinking, at least the 
Christian one. Of course, the new nationalisms of the 18th-19th century were just 
another ‘divide-et-impera”’ tool for the neo-imperialistic wet dreams of the previous and 
actual monarchies, and corrupted religious institutions. It must be repeated here and 
underlined once again that — these fascist doctrines are not grounded in the facts of 
history and geography, but in the ideology of plunder and colonialism. 

Here it must be also explained why, when, and how the western science turned its 
back on factual history and truth. Namely, the Western European-World-Colonial 
dominance in the 17th, 18th and 19th centuries, which was carried out in the most brutal 
way, through slavery and genocidal colonization of numerous European, African, 
American and Asian countries, provoked the Eurocentric behavior of Western European 
elites, where they imagined themselves as the heir of “superior (white) human beings” 
predestined to forge a ‘new’ model of history, made exclusively by them for them, the 
one where they are noble (white) conquerors and rulers. It was tacitly assumed as their 
exclusive right and ‘heroic’ retroactive heredity, based on the mythological demigods 
and heroes produced by novel-writers and romanticists.'° Ignoring their most inhumane 
barbarism and brutal quest for world-domination, they claimed for themselves a false 
"scientific" justification, i.e. ‘historical legitimation’ and ‘legendary origins' for the crimes 
against humanity that they committed and still commit. 

And, yet another (external) factor also "helped" their incredibly infantile vanity and 
self-righteousness. That was the unprecedented centennial Turkish invasion of South, 
Southeastern and parts of Central Europe, that thwarted their Eurocentric expectations 


* A doctrine in the perverted Christian theology that preaches the divine foreordaining of ‘all that 
will happen’, especially with regard to the salvation of some and not others. 


m https://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/dictionary/index.cfm?id=33141 , 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iapLI-EMyWw 


*° Romantic period in European literature (1770-1850) 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Romanticism 
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of exclusive (white) ‘grandeur’ and self-righteousness. How could’ve they be “the World 
Hegemons” if they cannot defeat these miserably despicable hordes of Muslim 
mongoloids, that held huge part of Europe for centuries? The refusal to accept even the 
existence of this constant mortal, cultural, and religious threat, and the subconscious 
incessant fear from the factual situation on the ground, and ever-present risk of further 
Turko-Mongolic invasions, it created numerous psychological disturbances and serious 
pathologies in western populations. The most despicable examples are the today fake 
“Greex’, “Bulgars’'', and “Servians’, who are nothing else but a bunch of forcibly 
Christianized and converted ex-Turks, Arabs, Huns, Mameluks, and/or Vlachs, who due 
to their immediate vicinity to Turkey are now the most desperate xenophobes and 
racists on the Earth.'* Because of that, and especially now, when they finally achieved 


"In his published work he (Y.Venelin) INITIATED and defended the idea that the Bulgars 
were not of Turkic descent but were Slavs ... In 1830, under the auspices of the (Russian) 
Academy of Sciences, Venelin (Ukrainian) travelled through Moldavia, Bulgaria, and Romania, 
collecting and studying manuscripts. He wrote the (First!) grammar of Bulgar and the (First!) 
history of Bulgar literature ("On the formation of new Bulgarian literature, Grammar of the 
moder Bulgarian language")," - ‘Straddling borders: literature and identity in Subcarpathian 
Rus' by Elaine Rusinko, p.109. 


" https://bigthink.com/strange-maps/pew-cultural-superiority-europe/ 


an exclusive, yet false, “European identity’, they’re living in a constant irrational fear to 
be retaken back by their ex-Masters and lose all the granted for free privileges and 
loans.’ In the 2nd half of the 18th century, due to centuries of accumulated desperate 
fear and hatred toward the Ottoman Empire, which occupied and further penetrated in 
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Above: the Ottoman Empire extent between 1500 and 1800 


central Europe on several occasions (and which swallowed up a good part of southern 
Europe - the entire Macedonian Peninsula, Sicily, Southern Spain) — they all revolted to 
this new Romanticist Eurocentric misconception of the exclusion of “Others” history and 
"civilization", thus not based on historical facts and normal human values, but projected 
from their exclusive selfish and wishful point of view. It was officially introduced by 
Victor Mirabeau, who first invented and formulized this misconception in 1757, in a 
(racist) treatise on population, and a decade later Ferguson used it in his essay on the 
"History of Civil Society" in 1767. Suddenly the "Civilization" was rebranded, and after 


” Formerly known as Bashibozouk, they were marauder-slaves of the Ottomans, irregulars made 
of ex-convicts and captives of different origin and tribes - Arabs, Bedouins, Berbers, Huns, 
Mameluks, Vlachs, and many Afro-Turks, Crimean Tatars, Muslim Roma, Slavic and Pomak 
gangs were bashi-bazouks in Rumelia (the southeastern European part of the Ottoman empire): 


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bashi-bazouk 


being re-conceptualized and adopted by the European Romanticists as their exclusive 
right, this mentally ill concept grew into a self-fulfilling insatiable Eurocentric monster. It 
was utterly subsumed into a unilaterally justified, brand new, chauvinist-racist mindset 
by the Western pirates and colonizers, with them as the God-chosen (white) elites at the 


= 


center of the world. This perverted self-admiring alienation was adopted with joy and 
blind approval. Thus, the seeds of Racism were sowed deep in the fertile soil of western 
barbarism and sophisticated self-sufficient ignorance. Colonizing, exterminating and 
enslaving half of the world was justified and unanimously legalized, blessed and 
baptized, and it produced and promoted total moral blindness and extremely deviant 
behavior, which made of the Eurocentrics a cold-blooded mass-killers, racists, and the 
future Nazi-subhuman scum. Discrediting ‘Others’ and Eurocentric ‘diffusionism’ were 
the key elements in this new belief system, that maintains that European civilization 
"has had some unique historical advantage, some special quality of race or culture or 
environment or mind or spirit, which gives this chosen human community a permanent 
superiority over all other communities, at all times in history and down to the present ". — 
A really handy Eurocentric doctrine, isn’t it? To put is simply: ‘Big (white) fish eats the 
small ones’. Even much easier if the small fish is of different color/race. 

During the following 18th and 19th centuries, the colonized countries that were 
vehemently abused and exploited, were in addition shamelessly classified by those 
same Eurocentrics as ‘those others’, i.e. "the uncivilized (barbarians)" — off course with 
Western Europe as "the civilized-superior side" for comparison. Within the construction 
known as the "Civilization Standard ", the idea of "European cultural and moral 
superiority" reached its zenith, together with the presumed "historical mission to civilize 


the rest of the world" throughout the violent expansion of European ‘influence and 
values’ — by rapacious colonization, wars, plunder and devastation. And all of that 
backed by sound “superiority moral and philosophy.” 

How far-fetched and painfully egoistic this doctrine is, shows the fact that in 1856, 
Vienna, then the cultural center of Europe, was considered the last frontier of civilization 
and the forecourt of Asia, which, according to Clemens von Metternich's™’ 
understanding of geography — "Starts from the Landstrasse", a street that led from 
Vienna to southeast, and the Macedonian Peninsula was considered a part of Asia and 


Ottoman 
Empire 
Macedonia 


not Europe. The centennial Muslim-Turkish occupation of the large part of South and 
Southeastern Europe was among the main reasons for the Eurocentric irrational fear 
and viral refusal of the existing different realities of the ‘Others’. Thus, the ill-minded 
‘noble identity myth’ and extremely racist but false new concept of "civilization" (different 
from the "civilized-barbarian" dichotomy, which is ancient) was created in the 18th-19th 
centuries by European metanarratives. It has grown into a perverted xenophobic self- 
living monster, incorporated into the duplicitous model labeled "international 
community", with exclusive unilateral meaning and supreme headquarters in Western 
Europe. Everything that was outside of the exclusive "international community" of 


. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Klemens_von_ Metternich 


Western Europe, began to be treated as a mentally retarded and extremely backward, 
and it existed only for their benefit and profit, destined only for eventual exploitation and 
annihilation. 

This extreme-chauvinist New Doctrine of the self-righteous “supreme” Eurocentrics 
has finally received its fabricated "scientific" form through the new version of a history 
created in the institutes and universities of Germany and England. Particularly 
significant for the “Conventional Historiography” fraud is the University of Géttingen’, 
where as early as 1770-1780 this new chauvinist-racist model was first created.’® It 
gradually replaced the classical singular concept of the ontological sociology with a 
plural social ontology, and permitted radically different implications and manipulative 
segregations as the modus operandi for the segregation-concept formation and overall 
assimilation methodology. Implied differentiation and ‘unevenness’ redirected the 
attention to both the wider conjunctions by differential development ramifications and 
dynamics, in which the society under attack is impeded as defeated, thus subdued and 
not relevant. This premise generated liberal opportunistic and historical manipulations, 
constraints and ‘situactions’ in relation to the particular given circumstances. Then the 
usurpers develop various distorted socio-historical changes used for exploitation and 
assimilation dynamics, according to the given circumstances. Only further sociological 
confusions can arise from these abnormal human antagonistic conditions. This 
elaborated ‘street-cheat’ modus operandi was intensively institutionalized in Western 
Europe already from 1820, when the new "invasion theory" about the Indo-Europeans 
as "White Warlike Conquerors from the North" was coined. And normally, from their 
Eurocentric point of view — it was inevitably presumed that “the civilization must’ve 
originated from there too’, from their imagined-central position where their actual states 
are. So, already after 1840 throughout Europe this new modern Eurocentric theory of 
the "white invaders from the north" deliberately spread and was propagated with self- 
righteous delight of the novel-writers and romanticists. As their historical avatar (of their 
current dominant position of world-conquerors and colonizers) the myth of “Ancient 
Aryan Conquerors” was invented, and the Eurocentrics self-mirrored themselves and 
projected their present “World Conquerors’ myth on the invented events from the distant 
past. 

So, thenafter they invented a new terminology as well. The first wider division, and 
misuse of the artificial terms "Aeolians, Dorians and lonians" as well as "Dorian 
invasion", dates back to the 1830’s. Before that they were unknown to history. A popular 
alternative to this one was the terminological doctrine "Doric Migration". For example, in 
1831 Thomas Keightly used the "Doric Migration" in the 'Review of History’; but already 


sa https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/G%C3 %Bé6ttingen_school_of_history 


© https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k5DiHn0mnMw&t=1141s 


in 1838 in his "Mythology of Ancient Greece and Italy" he adopts the new terminology of 
the “World Conquerors” myth, and used the more aggressive "Doric invasion"... 

And so on, the newly composed “Classical Antiquity’ and "Ancient Greex' were 
coined, which become the next avatar of the "Legendary Aryan Indo-Europeans who 
came from the North" — opposite to a peaceful Semitic settlers and traders from North 
Africa and Asia Minor, as they were known and still are Known to all the normal 
historians — which was reviewed as “the source of cultural progress and diffusion as the 
conduit’, while the rest of the world is the recipient. The notion of the “autonomous rise 
of Europe”, or more grandiloquently "The European Miracle" was introduced too. The 
script, as of 50 years ago, still identified the Cro-Magnon of Europe as the “first True 
Man”, agriculture and civilization as inventions of the Bible Lands, civilization's course 
as Berkeleyan “from Mesopotamia to Athens, Rome, Paris, London, and perhaps New 
York”, with the north-west spiral getting tighter all the time. Blaut calls this kind of 
thinking "historical tunnel vision." While reproduced in its purest form in textbook 
accounts, Blaut argues that the same thinking still guides much recent historical 
scholarship. As proof, he examines a series of propositions (Some accurate but others 
easily debated) on Greater Europe "as the fountainhead of history." Items in this list of 
primacy and provenance include the: Neolithic Revolution; Civilizational emergence; 
Iron Age; Monotheism; Democracy; Science, including geography; Class society and 
struggle; Rome as the “1st progressive empire”; Feudalism; the majority of crucial 
technical inventions; the Nations; Capitalism and Communism; Global (thus real) 
Colonization; Industrial Revolution; etc. 

These fabricated ways of thinking, though increasingly challenged, still lie at the 
base of much modern ‘Conventional Historiography’ scholarship. Until the AD 1820, and 
in the previous 2000 years of human history, none of these Eurocentric “World 
Conquerors’-terms appear in the actual historical events, because "invasion" implies a 
violent intrusion from the outside into a society or community; but the phantasmagoric 
"Dorians" were neither "outside" the Macedonian Peninsula, nor were they "outside" of 
the then ancient society.'’ Even the very promoters of this Eurocentric larceny find 
themselves caught with the hands in someone else’s pocket when they try to explain 
these abnormally complex stunts, produced by the unhinged German and British pirates 
of the 18th and 19th centuries. 

This Eurocentric-generated historical change was perpetually repeated and learnt in 
the textbooks for the past two centuries. Until well into 21st century, the "Greater 
Europe" (the White Race Europe and the "Bible Lands" of the Levant and North Africa) 


" “The theory of the Dorian invasion (based on Hat. 9.26, followed by Thuc. I.12) is largely an 
invention of a nineteenth-century historiography, and is otherwise unsupported by either 
archeological or linguistic evidence. The Dorians are invisible archeologically." - Eugene 
Borza, Professor of Ancient History at the Pennsylvania State University. 


are clearly the “center stage’, and the rest of the world is casted out as periphery, a 
subhuman provinces to colonize, subdue, and rule over. In Eurocentric narratives and 
unilateral doctrine, the “superiority” of Europe and Eurocentrism are more than banal 
ethnocentric prejudice, however, as they’re intimately tied to and indeed constituted in 
the unprecedented violence, slavery, and asymmetry of colonial and imperial 
enterprises. Mentally retarded Eurocentrism is what makes this horribly-excused 
violence not only possible, but even publicly acceptable and even justifiable. 

Such a despicable and perpetuated Eurocentric concept soon infected both the 
culture and science. The Eurocentric Romanticism period unleashed, and influenced the 
Art (with the newly-coined “Hellenism” forgery, which was firstly promoted as the Post- 
Classical Art-period, following the death of Alexander the Great; but later was reused as 
“historical period” as well), the Linguistics, History, and even the Archaeology. So, for 
example, after Crete gained "autonomy" from the Ottoman Empire in 1898, and after the 
newly awakened Turks became "Greex"®, the British immediately began about a dozen 
archaeological excavations on the island. Chief among them were the explorations of 
Knossos, led by the famous English archaeologist Sir Arthur Evans. On the other side of 
the ‘front’, in 1906, the German Assyriologist from Berlin, Hugo Winkler, started parallel 
excavations in the ancient Hittite capital of HattuSa, which is located in Asia Minor. 
Through the explorations of Troy, Mycenae, Knossos, HattuSa and many other places, 
cultural ancient civilizations that existed more than 1000 years before the invented 
"classical antiquity" emerged from the Eurocentric oblivion.”” 

Soon, archaeologists faced the task of scientifically reconstructing the emerging 
knowledge regarding these early Aegean Cultures. However, due to the hatred and fear 


*8 “Greece has little in common with Pericles or Plato. If anything, it is a FAILED GERMAN 
PROJECT. Athens, then a small hamlet, was inaugurated as the capital. The architects from 
Munich designed and built a royal palace, an academy, a library and beautiful neoclassical 
edifices.'Grease' was thus INVENTED as a backdrop to contemporary European art and 
imagination, a historical precursor of many Disneylands to come. THE INVENTION of 
fantastical modern "Grease" demanded that its people also remained IMAGINARY.” - ‘Modern 
Greece built on myth’ by George Zakardakis. The Washington Post, 2011. 


http://www.japantimes.co.jp/opinion/201 1/1 1/12/commentary/modern-greece-built-on-myth/ 


"We are now able to say, with some certainty that the 'Greex' were, empirically, WRONG: this 
ancient model of continuity between the ‘heroic age' and the present day IS NOT a true historical 
chronology, but a 'chronology of desire’. For historians today one such a privileged moment (of 
places and monuments as 'clasical') is 'Clasical Athens’, the Athens of the 5th and 4th centuries 
BCE. But when and why is so regarded? Was 'Clasical Athens regarded as 'Clasical' already in 
antiquity? By whom?" — from "The Birth of Classical Europe: A History from Ilion to Augustine’ 
by Simon Price, Peter Thonemann. 


against the Turks mentioned above, it didn’t turn out according to science, even the new 
one. In his publications after 1920, Sir Arthur Evans created a relatively valid (for 
Western Europe) three-parts chronology for the 3rd and 2nd millennium BCE, and thus 
laid the foundations of a new discipline - Aegean Prehistory. Evans tried to delineate the 
3 regions: Asia Minor, "Greece" and Crete. Each of these ancient regions was already 
well known for one major cultural center-city: Troy, Mycenae, and Knossos. Evans also 
defined a total of 3 different civilizations — Hittite, Mycenaean, and Minoan. But he 
connected only two of the regions with the main cities-centers mentioned above. 
Mycenae was, of course, the center of the Mycenaean Civilization, and Knossos of the 
Minoan. But the most legendary of the three, the mythical Troy (i.e. the city of Ilion from 
Homer's "Iliad"), with its surrounding rich archaeological sites, surprisingly remained out 
and was ignored in his publications! Instead of witnessing the civilization of Troy as de 
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Above: the factions in the Trojan civil war (12th or 11th century BCE, often preferring the 
dates given by Eratosthenes, 1194-1184 BCE) according to the two epic poems 
traditionally credited to Homer, the /liad and the Odyssey, composed sometime between 
the 9th and 6th centuries BCE 


facto recognizable and separate cultural entity, Evans in his publications transferred this 
widely recognizable and separate cultural group from the mainland to Aegean islands, 
despite that there was no major city whatsoever that could’ve be an ad-interim 
representative of the Trojan culture. And indeed, the Aegean islands were nowhere 


near as powerful in the 2nd millennium BCE to be treated as a separate "civilization", 
and they were not culturally related to the rich llion/Troy ("ViluSa" in Hittite). Not even 
the great capital of the Hittites, the metropolis HattuSa from central Anatolia, was 
included in the Evans's civilizational calculation... 

Why such an absurd and unscientific manipulation and exemption did happen? In 
spite of the obvious scholarly laconicism of this unwarranted and selective approach, it 
was more than clear that the romanticism of the Philhellenists of the early 19th century 
prevailed, and it was the unilateral selfish ‘Romantic idea’ that redefined the Aegean 
Prehistory at that time. Just when Sir Arthur Evans was developing the chronology for 
Aegean Prehistory, around 1920, fierce fighting was going on between their newly 
created colony "Greece" and Turkey. In these circumstances, a Philhellenist like Evans 
biased the scientific facts and switched the attention away from the ancient cultures on 
Turkish territory. As a result, HattuSa, and especially VilluSa (i.e. the legendary city of 
‘Ilion’ by Homer, later Latinized as 'Troy'), which was and is by far the most famous 
archaeological site in the world, remained unfairly isolated and ignored as the de facto 
centers of a vast and more ancient civilization. Due to this unscientific political 
interventionism of a hundred and fifty years ago, today there is practically no other place 
in the world with such a great archaeological potential for discovery more specific than 
Western Asia Minor. During all this time, due to the hysterical Western European 
xenophobia and hatred for everything that was Turkish or under Turkish rule, this entire 
grandiose civilization remained largely hidden from the eyes of archaeologists and the 
general public. 

The absurdity is even greater because more than a thousand years before the 19th 
century, Western Europeans were trying to trace their ancient roots back to the past — 
precisely from the royal family of Troy. Hundreds of cities in Europe, including Rome, 
Paris and London, swore they were modeled after Troy. Even before the time of King 
Alder's Tower and the legend of King Arthur, there was the legend of the 'Stone from 
the Towers of Troy’: “Brutus founded Caer Troin, afterwards called London... The White 
Mountain... now occupied by the tower. In Diana's court he set up the sacred stone... 
from the mother city of Troy.” On it the British kings swore an oath... It was the old belief 
of that that as long as 'New Troy’ (or London) survived, life would go on. 

This ancestral enthusiasm for all things from Troy gradually turned into complete 
rejection after the Ottomans conquered the entire Macedonian Peninsula and 
Constantinople (in 1453), and even went so far as to attack Vienna in 1683. After such a 
perspective, just because the remains of ‘their’ ancient and glorious civilization found 
themselves under foreign rule and a foreign religion - the intellectual elite of Central and 
Western Europe no longer wanted to be considered the offspring of the Trojans. The 
Western Europeans simply could not bear the fact that their idealized "noble Trojan 
origin" was alienated by some primitive Turco-Mongolic hordes from Asia. Instead, they 
comfortably forgot their idealized "Trojan origin", and from a romantic Eurocentric 


smoke-machine invented a new model of historical role, an ancient ‘Fantasy land’ — 
"Greece". The Eurocentrics constructed a new European history that begins in 
“Greece”, migrates westward to Rome, and again to points in Western Europe. In 
tracing the origins of the Renaissance to “Greece”, the Eurocentrics show little 
embarrassment about the 15 centuries during which the Latin exonym “Greek” — 
mostly forgotten in 'Europe' — was actually born and being cultivated in North Africa 
and the Middle East. 

Thus, suddenly, from the legendary "Trojans", Western Europeans in the 19th 
century switched to the newly composed model of phantasmagoric "Democratic Greex’, 
and “New Hellas” overnight became the latest "Cradle of Democracy", and anyone who 
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LA FLOTTE RELLENIQUE ET LES PAYS CONOUIS 
didn't learn the newly invented "Neugriechisch"” language was considered a 
‘Barbarian’. Never-mind that during the 1000-year existence Eastern Romeian Empire, it 


was exactly the opposite - the name "Hellen" actually meant an infidel, i.e. pagan, not 
"Greek". 


- “Eintelung der sprachen (1920): 3. Neugriechisch (i.e. “New-greek” language)” — from the 
1921 Hickmann’s “Geographisch-Statistischer Universal Atlas” p.13. 


Since the end of the Second World War, such shameful Eurocentric ideologies 
based on concocted xenophobia and racial prejudice have been considered 
unacceptable. As a result of them, there were absurd omissions and gaps in science, 
which are only now being gradually corrected and filled. Institutional practices that 
privilege ‘whiteness’ and Eurocentric epistemologies continue to haunt the production of 
knowledge in history and geography in significant and disturbing ways. Many recent 
scholars, conscious scientists, and those of color in particular, are pushing their studies 
away from the metastasized Eurocentrism, and pursue methodologies such as ‘situated 
knowledges’ and ‘collaborative research’ to de-colonize the production of misleading 
knowledge in history and geography. Scholars like A.G. Frank and |. Wallerstein are 
among those who wrote down an effective critique of Eurocentric ‘conventional history’. 
In turn, a counter critique has been mounted by mostly European historians, including 
Marxists, to reinstate of centrality of European agency in world history. Coinciding with 
the neocon-liberals turn of the 1980s, Eric L. Jones's The European Miracle (1981) 
provided an extensive renovation of the forged Eurocentric myth. However, subliminally, 
due to Western neo-imperialist dreams the Eurocentric “Conventional Historiography” 
stubbornly persists, holding back the research of the early Macedonian and Anatolian 
civilizations and their undoubted connection. This shameless reshaping of history by the 
Western European centers of power continues to be systematically propagated. 

Thus, the Eurocentric “Great Europe as the origin of everything" under its ‘copyright’ 
exclusive indiscriminately included all the above mentioned items, from the Neolithic 
until the Industrial Revolution: the Civilization arise, Stone, Bronze and Iron Ages, 
Monotheism, Democracy (based on contemporary Slavery, which remains totally 
ignored!), Philosophy and Science (geography included), Cass segregation, Rome as 
“the 1st progressive (with slavery again ignored) empire”, most of the revolutionary 
technical innovations, the Nation-states, Capitalism, Global exploration (read 
Exploitation!), Industrial Revolution, etc. 


And, as it was already said above, the 21st century didn’t bring anything new or 
change a bit in the rampant Eurocentric chauvinism and its persistent denial of 
Macedonian” and therefore the European history as a whole. Here is the very recent 
Eurocentric statement by the EU high representative for foreign affairs, Joseph Borrell: 


"Europe is a garden. The rest of the world [...] is a jungle, and the jungle could 
invade the garden. Europeans have to be much more engaged with the rest of the 
world. Otherwise, the rest of the world will invade us, by different ways and means."” 


7! T could’ve use the modern politically-correct term “Balkans” instead, but that’s yet another 
Eurocentric hoax inserted in the 19th century. 


= https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=f8SKblpc7kY 


However, the most striking and unsurpassed example of the above small-change 
lies and cheap manipulations of European ‘conventional historiography’, remains the 
former artificial kingdom of S.H.S. (Serbs, Croats and Slovenes), and then the 
federation "Yugoslavia". No matter how incredibly meaningless and absurd the noun 
"Yugoslavia" is (Where are then "Severoslavia", "Istokoslavia" and "Zapadoslavia"?), 
even more shocking is the extreme rudeness and vulgarity with which it was introduced. 
The fact that such a "sovereign" absurdity was so easily introduced and used for a 
whole century, regardless of how simpleminded it is, is tragicomic and incredibly 
astonishing. 


The Anti-Macedonian foreign interventions 
before and after 1903 ‘Ilinden’ uprising 


Macedonia supplement to the main article — Foreign diplomacy (especially 
Russian and Austro-Hungarian) in defending the inviolability of the Turkish Empire, 
actually always opposed the Macedonian struggle for freedom. The breaking success of 
the Russian invasion, and consequent Cretan Uprising (1897-1898) which, despite the 
defeat of “Greece” in the war with Turkey, ended in actual liberation of Crete, revitalized 
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Russian attacks in the war against Turkey 1877-8. 


MEDITERRANEAN Territory acquired from Turkey afterthe armistice at Adrianople, 


the hopes for freedom of the Macedonian revolutionaries, but, it showed treacherous. 
Thanks to the Orthodox-kin-betrayal by Russia the Macedonian nation failed to assert 
itself during the 19th century, mainly because the 19th century European monarchies 
and the Great Powers didn’t want a Macedonian state with Macedonian people to exist 
in the Macedonian Peninsula. This was as much a harsh reality then as it is today. The 
19th century monarchies managed to agree about the periphery of the Macedonian 
Peninsula, but not about its core, Macedonia. So, millions of Macedonians and 
Macedonia proper remained a disputed ‘no-one’s’ land that was to be divided in peaces 
to the best contenders. This became obvious already in 1878, when the Russian- 


Ottoman war ended, and after artificial “Greece”, Servistan pashaluk”” and parts of 
Bulgaria agrarian principality were created; while Epirus, Macedonia and the 
Macedonian people were left back to the Ottoman Empire. 

The (unfortunate) episode of the Macedonian Kresna Uprising was yet another 
expression of Macedonian struggle for freedom, but it hasn’t been awarded by the 
Russian-Turkish war. On the 17th of October, 1878 Macedonian rebels attacked the 
Turkish garrison of 119 soldiers in the village of Kresna. The voivoda Stoyan Karastoilov 
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from the village of Starchishta-Nevrokop region (today’s Gotsé Delchev), and Dimitar 
Pop-Georgiev from Berovo, led the Macedonians through a 19-hour battle, winning, in 
the end, total victory. What remained of the Turkish outpost was taken into custody by 
the rebels. The “Macedonian Uprising” as the rebels themselves labeled their action, 


“The race of the Hellenes has been wiped out in Europe - indeed, even the name has 
disappeared from the surface of the continent... Not the slightest drop of undiluted 
“Hellenic” blood flows in the veins of the Christian population of present-day Greece.” — 
Jacob P. Fallmerayer. 


‘Principality’ in plain Turkish. 


https://vmacedonia.com/history/ottoman-macedonia/the-macedonian-uprising-in-kresna- 
1878.html 


occurred in Kresna toward the end of the so-called “Eastern Crisis.” In essence, the 
“Eastern Crisis” was the escalating of national revolutionary movements appearing in 
the late 70’s of the 19th century. In Bosnia-Hercegovina it was the Bosnia-Hercegovian 
Uprising of 1875; in Bulgaria, “The April Uprising” of 1876; and in Macedonia, the much 
smaller “Razlovtsi Uprising”, also in 1876. 

The culmination of the “Eastern Crisis” was the Russo-Turkish wars of 1877-1878. 
The war was resolved with Turkey defeated and weakened by internal strife. The 
Russian Czar was able to dictate the terms of the peace treaty. In an attempt to secure 
enduring access to the Aegean Sea, he created the new Bulgar state on the Balkans. 
However, when the Western Powers convened for the Congress of Berlin in July, 1878, 
and the Russian hopes for creating a ‘Greater Bulgaria’ deep in the Macedonian 
Peninsula were prevented. 

Thus, the overall Great Powers decision to create “Grease”, Servia and Bulgaria, 
and leave the Macedonia back to the Ottomans was made at the Berlin Congress in 
July 1878. The European powers recommended “reforms” for Macedonia by the Turkish 
sultan, but, it actually resort to more drastic anti-macedonian measures, strenuously 
insisting that the new principality of “Bulgars’” (i.e.“Peasants””’ in the Ottoman Empire) 


Above: the banner of ‘Bulgar Agrarian Folk Union’ 


Even the most powerful “Bulgarian” political party wasn’t political at all, but pure agrarian 
union. The renown ‘Bulgar Agrarian Folk Union’, that fought for the rights of the Bulgarians- 
Peasantry, was an agrarian movement and was most powerful party in power between 1899 and 
1923: 


https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Bulgarian_Agrarian_ National Union 


shouldn’t support the Macedonian rebels. To make matters worse, the European 
monarchies and Great Powers promised to give parts of Macedonia to Grease, Servia 
and Bulgaria. But since they didn’t know how Macedonia was going to be divided, it was 
decided that it would be divided along “Greek, Serbian and Bulgarian artificial national 
lines’. At that time however no such nationalities existed in the Macedonian Peninsula. 


LES REVOLUTIONNAIRES MACEDONIENS PREPARANT LES CAIBIES D'EXPLOSIFS ET DE MUNITIONS Wessin de Damblans. 


"In his published work he (Y.Venelin) initiated and defended the idea that the Bulgars were 
not of Turkic descent but were Slavs ... In 1830, under the auspices of the (Russian) Academy of 
Sciences, Venelin (Ukrainian) travelled through Moldavia, Bulgaria, and Romania, collecting 
and studying manuscripts. He wrote the (First!) grammar of Bulgar and the (First!) history of 
Bulgar literature ("On the formation of new Bulgarian literature, Grammar of the modern 
Bulgarian language")," — ‘Straddling borders: literature and identity in Subcarpathian Rus' by 
Elaine Rusinko, p.109: 
http://books.google.com/books?id=XoT3hxJZ2|lsC&pg=PA 109 &lpg=PA 109&dgq=First+Bulgari 
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So, the Great Powers forced the Ottomans to allow Greece, Serbia and Bulgaria to 
establish churches and schools in Macedonia, through which each state could promote 
its propaganda in an effort to convert Macedonians into artificial “Greex’, “Servians” and 
“Bulgars”. England was especially alarmed. They actively aided the Turks to hasten the 
liquidation of the Kresna Uprising, and to prevent its spreading to other parts of 
Macedonia. They even published the first Bible in Macedonian idiom for the converted 
agrarian “Bulgars/Peasants”, who by then used Septuagint-Koine alphabet for 
cermones and bibles they used in the church rites. There were also other foreign factors 
involved in the fast suppression of the Kresna uprising. This is because it erupted right 
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The Macedonian insurgents refuse to 
accept the terms of peace “offered by the 
Turkish Government, with a view to 
the pacification of the province, The’ 
people demand an autonomy. 


Above: May 1879 article in the ‘Camperdown Chronicle’ about the Macedonian 
insurgents 


MACEDONIAN INSURGENTS. " 


after the Russo-Turkish War and Congress of Berlin, before the geopolitical alterations 
in the Macedonian Peninsula made by the Great Powers could’ve taken full effect. Thus 
the Kresna uprising in eastern Macedonia was hastily isolated from other parts of 
Macedonia and suppressed. 

But, Macedonian struggle for freedom continued no matter what. Macedonians in 
the whole Macedonian Peninsula also wanted to embark on the renaissance of national- 
states provoked by the Turkish Empire demise. 

In December 1902, the Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs, count Lamsdorf”® (a 
highly pervasive and perverse foreign collaborator and insider of the foreign secret 


8 https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Vladimir_Lamsdorf 


services on the Russian court), made a trip to Servia~ , Bulgaria, and Austro-Hungary, 
the main purpose of which was an agreement on the ‘Macedonian question’. During his 
visit to Sofia he met with Tatarchev and Matov, the foreign representatives of the 
Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organization, to express his prickly dissatisfaction 
with the presented project for the autonomy of Macedonia. At the same time, the 
minister categorically insisted on dispelling any idea that Orthodox Russia is behind the 
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Macedonian revolutionaries and will publicly stand on their side at a decisive moment. 
Therefore, previously, on October 3, 1902, Lamsdorf requested in a secret letter the 
“complete liquidation of the Macedonian revolutionary detachments” as a prerequisite 
for the demands to be submitted to the Turkish government for “reforms” in Macedonia. 
In the Russian diplomatic archives, there are many documents that unequivocally 
speak about these facts that Russia strove with all its might for the destruction of the 
Macedonian revolutionary movement, that is, for the destruction of the idea of 
Macedonia as an independent state. According to the documents in the Russian 
archives from the beginning of the last century, Russia constantly insisted on the status 


https://english.stackexchange.com/questions/269468/why-did-servia-become-serbia 


quo, that is, that Macedonia should remain under the occupation of the Turkish Empire 
for a certain period of time, and then, at a given moment, be divided among the newly 
created neighboring states, which will be done with her strong support and help after the 


An Appeal To Civilization. 


eee - 
—— 


: SE i ME OG * 9G 
The Heroic of the Macedonians to Free Themselves oi Turkish Cruztly. 
Second Balkan War. This anti-macedonian policy was a constant in Russian diplomacy. 
In 1901, for example, after a relative lull in Macedonia, Russian diplomacy itself once 
again took a sharp tone towards the Macedonian question. According to Dr. Rastislav 
Terzioski, who researched the archives of Russian diplomacy from the end of the 19th 
and the beginning of the 20th century regarding Macedonia and the Macedonian 
question, the Russian Empire repeatedly insisted on harsh actions against the 
revolutionary movement in Macedonia. The Russian ambassador in Constantinople, the 
experienced Ivan Zinoviev, delivers an official declaration in front of the High Porte with 
the support for the Turkish authorities for taking the strictest measures against the 


organizers of the riots in Macedonia. At the same time, Russia has no intention of 
restricting Turkey in that regard. Or, in other words - kill, burn, hang, the Macedonian 
revolution must not be allowed to win and the Macedonian people to be freed. 

The Russian consul in Skopje, V. Mashkov, in his letter of January 27, 1901 to the 
Russian ambassador in Constantinople, Zinoviev, openly criticizes the "certain 
weakness of the Sultan's government" towards the constant "insolence of the 
Macedonian committees", which, as the ambassador says, "causes justified fears of the 
Arnaut patriots in view of the interests of autonomous Albania". So, the Macedonian 
revolutionary movement should be crushed at the root, because according to Zinoviev's 
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revolutionists are not concerned in re- 
guard to the convenience of Europe, says 
the Vienna correspondent of The Times. 
Sarafof (the Macedonian leader) deliber- 
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of Austria or Russia to interfere. 
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statement, Russia has nothing against the idea of an autonomous Albania, but it cannot 
imagine an autonomous Macedonia. Two months later, on March 15, 1901, the same 
Russian consul in Skopje indignantly reported to the Russian ambassador in 


Constantinople that "the actors of the committees remain unpunished" or "insufficiently 
punished by the Turkish authorities", who, in his opinion, are closing their eyes to their 
transgressions, fearing major political developments and repercussions. Bypassing the 
rebels, their insolence grew more and more. Accordingly, the Russians insisted that 
Turkey must be more fierce, to liquidate all the actors of the Macedonian movement, 
and not to close their eyes and let the Macedonian revolutionaries go unpunished. The 
Russians were apparently much more vehemently anti-Macedonian even than the Turks 
or westerners. Nonetheless, on March 29, 1901, the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Lamsdorf, stated with joy that "thanks to serious suggestions by Russia, decisive 
measures were taken against the Macedonian organization". 
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Left: 1901 Boris Sarafov interview for ‘The Times’ 


The Russian attitude towards the so-called ‘Miss Stone affair’ from September 1901 
is also very indicative.*” Namely, the Russian diplomacy was most directly involved in 
the resolution of the case of kidnaped American missionary, with the Russian diplomat 
in Sofia, Bahmateev, vigorously advocating for the quick discovery and punishing of the 
kidnappers, because all this can disturb the “peace and Russian influence in the 
Balkans’, and this does not go in favor of Russian interests. 


~ ACCUSES THE MACEDONIANS. *; 
WE 


 vamous + NEFORTE srone, THE KIDNAPPING OF MISS STO 
epee oe hee Oct 7 


The Magedouian Cumm-ttee are ax 
cu-~wl of kidnapping Mise Stone, T . 
captors insist apon tho paymenk of the 
ransum ou Turkish soil. Thirty thousand 
dollars bave been sulscribed in Bostow 
for the release of Stone. 


) MISS STONE’S ABDUCTION, 


d Charges in Connection with It Made In 
the Macedonian Congress. . 


SANDANSKY, BANDIT HEF 
SHOT WHILE IN SALONIKA 


Outtew Wre Captured Mies Stenc and 


* https://mk.wikipedia.org/wiki/ Muc_ Enen_Crou 


Well, the Macedonians were not fighting for the “Tsarist Russia influence’, but for 
freedom. Following the activity of the Macedonian revolutionaries, especially that of 
Boris Sarafov, the Russian diplomat in Belgrade, Charikov, in a letter dated January 2, 
1902, reports, among other things, that the famous Macedonian activist Sarafov 
addressed the Servian government with a proposal to allow them to operate unhindered 
of his people in the Servian kingdom in order to prepare a big, spring uprising in 
Macedonia. According to Sarafov's statement, "he and his followers are fighting for an 
independent Macedonia, trying not to be ruled by Serbs or Bulgars in that area." The 
following month, on February 8, Charikov reports on Sarafov's secret visit to Belgrade, 
and the help he sought to organize the Macedonian revolution and create autonomy in 
Macedonia. In this regard, Charikov reports that "the Servian government, following the 
advice of the Russian Imperial Government, does not go for such support." In the same 
report, Charikov suggests that in order to "reduce the chances of an uprising", Sarafov 
should be "taken into good hands". Does that perhaps not mean the liquidation of 
Sarafov? And, if so, if Russia had such an idea, doesn't the liquidation of Gotse Delchev 
fit into such a scenario right on the eve of the Illinden Uprising, about the start of which, 
by the way, Russia was the first to inform the Sultan and the High Porte in Istanbul. Is it 
possible that Delchev was liquidated with ‘Russian help’, and the liquidation is then 
shown only as a routine job completed by the Turkish military? 

In February 1902, the Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lamsdorf, recommended 
to his ambassador in Istanbul, Zinoviev, to pay serious attention to the Ottoman 
government, that is, to "/insist' on "adequate measures for the timely prevention of 
unrest in Macedonia, which could cause extremely dangerous complications," on the 
entire Macedonian Peninsula", which will threaten Russia's vital interests. 

On February 27, 1902, N. Charikov informs his minister Lamsdorf about the 
preparation of the Macedonian Marko Mushovich to visit the Russian Tsar. In the 
conversation he had with him, he let him know that "no revolutionary attempt will be 
supported by the Russian government." Ten months later, during a visit to Sofia on 
December 14-15, 1902, Lamsdorf, on behalf of the Tsar, conveyed a message that 
Bulgaria should remain calm, not to make trouble, because it would not be of any use, 
and Russia and Austro-Hungary, in agreement with other influential countries, will solve 
the Macedonian question through ‘reforms’: “You can make war if you think you are 
strong, even enter Istanbul, but we will not allow you to keep an inch from the territory 
they would conquer.” 

In his residence in Sofia, this butcher of Macedonians received the foreign 
representatives of the Macedonian Revolutionary Organization, Tatarchev and Matov 
for a conversation. After a few days, Gjorche Petrov commented on this meeting as "a 
game arranged by the Bulgar government and the prince, so the two went for the empty 
promises of Lamsdorf for the preservation of peace in Macedonia in the name of some 
reforms". Thus, instead of helping the Christian population and their struggle for 


freedom in Macedonia, this foreign secret services asset asked for their elimination. In a 
letter to Zinoviev, the Russian ambassador in Constantinople, Lamsdorf reminds him 


LAMSDORF, FOREIGN MINISTER. 


that the revolutionary movement in Macedonia is one of the significant factors hindering 
the implementation of “reforms”. He even forced the “Bulgarian/Peasants” agrarian 
government to declare both Macedonian committees “dissolved” and put up military 
guards on the border with Turkish part of Macedonia, which was supposed to prevent 
the Macedonian bands from Turkish-occupied Macedonia to enter Bulgaria’s part of 
Bulgar-occupied Macedonia and back. 

The assumption that the “Bulgarian/Peasants” agrarian government set up a frontier 
cordon just for show and disbanded the Macedonian organizations also just for show, 
seems to a certain extent probable. In any case, Macedonians always find support 
among the “Bulgarian/Peasants” agrarian population in Pirin Macedonia, which 
sometimes neutralizes the government's actions towards them. The Macedonian 
committees turned to secret institutions, but continued to exist in Bulgaria. 

Many Russian documents show this anti-Macedonian attitude of the Russian 
diplomacy, and the Russian ambassador in Constantinople, in March 1903, himself 
admits that he is making great efforts to overcome all obstacles to ‘reform’, and for this 
he addresses the Sultan and the Porte daily. With a telegram sent to the imperial 
government in Petersburg, Zinoviev confirms that he regularly and with pleasure informs 
the Sultan about all the measures taken to prevent any revolutionary activity in 
Macedonia. According to the telegram, Russia with full confidence “leaves to Turkey the 


freedom of action against the ‘Macedonian rebels,” advocating a fierce suppression of 
the uprising. Knowing this, it can be concluded that Russia agreed with the thousands of 
killed old men, women and children, with the burning of hundreds of villages and 
houses, with the tens of thousands of expelled Macedonians from their native hearths. 
In that direction, no "fraternal concern", expressed later, removes official Russia from 
the guilt and given consent to bloody suppression of the Macedonian uprising. In 
Petersburg, they not only knew, but also directly participated in the bloodshed with 
advices and intelligence informations. Minister Lamsdorf himself will declare that “his 
wish is for the Turkish authorities to destroy the Macedonian revolutionary committees 
everywhere”, advocating for the complete destruction of their armed bands. According 
to Lamsdorf's statement, Sultan Abdul Hamid II himself believed that he was indebted to 
Russia for the destruction of the Ilinden Uprising and the numerous armed groups 


operating in Macedonia. “Without Russia,” the sultan admitted, “it would not have been 
possible to effectively destroy the Macedonian revolution.” Moscow and Vienna 
supported the creation of autonomous “Albania”, but not an autonomous Macedonia. 
After returning to Russia, Lamsdorf informed the emperor that the Macedonian 
committees "are by no means satisfied with the promised ‘reforms’ to improve the 
position, but demand the autonomy of Macedonia, if necessary with violent changes to 
the existing order on the Macedonian Peninsula." Therefore, in February 1903, the 


Russian embassy in Istanbul obliged all consuls to vigorously condemn the actions of 
the Macedonian revolutionaries and to make it clear that "Russia will not sacrifice a drop 
of blood of her sons for any attempt to change the existing order in the Balkans, by the 
revolutionaries." 

The Russian diplomatic representative in Belgrade, Mashkov, with a secret 
telegram dated March 14, 1903, reports that a large and massive uprising is being 
prepared in Macedonia, which means that "the revolutionary movement is not calming 
down but growing." In the telegram, he sharply criticizes the leaders of the Macedonian 
movement. The Russian intelligence service, following the movement of Boris Sarafov, 
reports that on April 9, 1903, information was received through intelligence channels 
that significant transports of dynamite for the Macedonian revolutionary movement will 
soon be delivered from the regions of Austria through the territory of Servia. The 
transportation of the dynamite, it is said in the intelligence report, is the responsibility of 
the famous Macedonian revolutionary, Boris Sarafov, who is one of the most 
meritorious secret agents of the Austrian government in the Macedonian movement. 


TERRORISME ET GUERRE CIVILE 
EN MACEDOINE (1895-1903) 


The terrorist explosions that were already carried out along the Turkish railway lines 
indicate the active involvement of the Austro-Hungarian government in the attrition- 
development of the Macedonian revolutionary affairs, and their goal was to instigate a 
conflict and provoke military intervention of Turkey and the Great Powers in the solution 
of the Macedonian question. This exactly very same attrition-strategy is still successfully 
exacerbated by the very same western powers and their secret services in today 
Kosovo, Syria, and Ukraine. 

According to Russian sources from the middle of August 1903, the German 
government, that in the same time supplied guns and ammunition to Macedonian 
rebels, gave friendly advice to the Sultan "to organize the army and with energetic 
actions to stifle the Macedonian revolution". Russia blindly followed the western attrition- 
strategy by letter. On August 21, 1903, the Turkish ambassador in Petersburg was 
pleased to report to the High Porte in Istanbul that the Russian government not only 
didn’t changed its policy toward Macedonia and, but was recommending that Turkey 
apply the strictest measures against the Macedonian insurgents. In a return telegram to 
the Turkish embassy in St. Petersburg, Sultan Abdul Hamid II ordered his ambassador 
to "thank the Russian Foreign Minister for his support in suppressing the uprising in 
Macedonia." 
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EVENEMENTS DORIENT 
Une Jeanne d’Are macédonienne 


Nevertheless, revolutionary bands formed continuously in Pirin (and Aegean and 
Vardar) Macedonia, now under the newly created Bulgaria in 1903, and crossed over to 
Turkish territory to rise the revolt and the llinden Uprising, and hid from it back in 
Bulgaria; only sometimes they were ‘detained’ by the “Bulgarian/Peasants” agrarian 
government and not allowed into Turkish territory. 

In February 21,1903, the Austro-Hungarian and Russian ambassadors in Istanbul 
handed over to the Turkish government a demanding note, in the form of calming 
Macedonia, the introduction of “Reforms” in the Macedonian vilayets. The port (i.e. 
Istambul), with the consent of the powers, should appoint an inspector general of three 
Macedonian vilayets (Solun, Kossovo and Bitola), whose duties should be the 
protection of public peace; the whole administration must be subordinate to him. To 
restore calm in the region, a special Gendarmerie should be appointed, organized with 
the assistance of foreign specialists (i.e. officers) and consisting of Christians and 
Muslims, in proportion to their numbers, in each locality, in ratio between the one and 
the other. A general amnesty for political criminals is needed. The revenues from the 
three vilayets, received under the control of the Ottoman Bank, must first of all go to 
meet local needs, including here the payment of the gendarmerie and the troops 
stationed in the province. 

The note of the ambassadors had some effect; the powers that signed it succeeded 
in appointing Hussein Hilmi Pasha the Valia of Skopje, as inspector general of the three 
vilayets. By this alone, peace could not be achieved. But, the Muslims in Macedonia 
(Turks, Bulgars, Pecheneges, and especially the islamized ‘Albanians’), continued their 
bashibazouk ‘system’ of plunder and violence against the Christian population. In turn, 
the local population self-organized and didn’t stop their guerrilla war. Hilmi Pasha 
moved from Skopje to Solun, but did not want or could not do anything. 

Russia was the first to inform the Sultan that an uprising was being prepared in 
Macedonia. Count Lamsdorf, with a secret telegram dated February 9, 1903, informed 
his ambassador to Turkey, Zinoviev, that he had confidential information that an 
uprising would begin in Macedonia in the spring or at the latest by the beginning of the 
summer, so he requested that attention be paid to this the uprising to be prevented at all 
costs. The minister requests that the ambassador immediately convey to the Ottoman 
government to pay serious attention to the information, trying the Porte to take 
appropriate measures to cut off the activities of the rebels in Macedonia, which can 
cause dangerous complications in the entire Macedonian Peninsula. In other words, 
Russia was the first to inform the Sultan that an uprising was being prepared in 
Macedonia, and that this uprising should be prevented before it started. 

In Istanbul a military party was intensively preparing for the Turkey's attack on 
Macedonia. The government sent new auxiliary troops from Asia Minor to the 
Macedonian vilayets, as well as to the Adrianople Vilayet, freed in 1903 by the 
insurrection movement. These rebellions surged everywhere with unprecedented 


energy. Bands of insurgents attacked and destroyed the railroad, telegraph 
communication was constantly interrupted, even Turkish troops were attacked. Just a 
few months later, using the Russian intelligence, Turkey bloodily suppresses Ilinden 
Uprising in Macedonia. 

In turn, the Albanians too (after Macedonians responded to their violence with equal 
measures) attacked not only the Bulgar/Peasants, but even the Turks and Turkish 
troops. On March 30, 1903 (new style), a significant detachment of Albanians was 
defeated by the Turks. On March 31, an Albanian mortally wounded the Russian consul 
Shcherbina in Kosovska Mitrovica. In early April, the railway bridge at the Mustafa 
station was blown up. 

At the end of April, the Macedonian terrorist group “Gemidjii””” in Solun, with the 
fabricated dynamite bombs, blow up the Ottoman bank, the Turkish post office, railroad 


MACEDONIAN DYNAMITERS BEGAN IN PRINCIPAL TURKISH PORT.| 
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STREET SCENE IN SALONICA IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE DYNAMITING OF THE OTTOMAN BANK. 

This crime, the forerunner of many similar outbreaks, was perpetrated several weeks ago, and has been persistently ascribed to the 
Macedonian malcontents, who wished to create a reign of terror before the time set for the general rising, immediately after harvest. 
Eleven men met death in the explosion and the subsequent encounter with Turkish troops. The man who actually caused the explosion 
probably perished by that act. Salonica is formidably situated and is headquarters for the enormous military force required to cope 


with the restless Macedonians. 


station, etc. One of the explosions severely damaged the French merchant steamer 
‘Guadalquivir that was leaving the Solun gulf, it thenafter burned and soon sunk at the 
bottom of the gulf. The bomber left the ship together with the other passengers, but was 
caught later by the Turkish police at the Skopje train station. In the wake of the attacks, 
martial law was declared in the city. Further, the daily express from Budapest to Istanbul 
was blown up near Kuleliburgaz on August 28. The explosion was intended to destroy a 
bridge and cut off the communication between Adrianople and Solun. The third terrorist 
act on the board of the Austro-Hungarian river-and sea-steamer “Vaskapu” occurred on 


_ http://www.pollitecon.com/Assets/Ebooks/Anarchy-in-Macedonia-Life-under-the-Ottomans- 
1878-1912.pdf 


2 September. The detonating of the ship, dates back to the time when the passenger 
traffic with ships between Danube river and the Black Sea ports was busy all the way to 
Istanbul. It killed the captain, two officers, six of the crew, and 15 passengers, and set 
fire to the vessel. Seven persons were killed and fifteen were injured. Two cars were 
smashed. The Turkish authorities took on immediate and extremely harsh repressions 


INCENDIE DU STEAMER «GUADALQUIVIR: EN RADE DE SALONIQUE 


on the Macedonian Christian population; Turkish prisons were overflowing with 
prisoners. According to Turkish reports, no less than 12,000 houses were burned during 
the struggle in the first half of 1903. 

In May 1903, the Austrian and Russian ambassadors submitted a new note to the 
Turkish government demanding the ‘Reforms’ to be accelerated, also insisting on the 
controversial removal from service of a significant number of Turkish gendarmes, 
policemen and other officials. The foreign attrition-strategy and oxymoron tactics for 
provoking conflict gained new momentum. The last measure was carried out, but 
proved insane, and the insurgent movement grew. In the Bitola Vilayet alone, there 
were no less than 10,000 armed insurgents who were elusive for the frustrated Turkish 
police and troops, although Turkey mobilized a force of 150,000 people against them. 


On August 2, 1903, the Ilinden Uprising broke loose across large parts on 
Macedonian territory, in the Bitola Vilayet and around Kostur (Aegean Macedonia), with 
the liberation of the town of Krushevo, and in the south of Neveska and Klisura. The first 
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Macedonian Republic was created by the Macedonian insurgents in Krushevo, at the 
head of which Nikola Karev was elected for president. Unfortunately, the first 
Macedonian Republic lasted only 10 days... As we know, the bloody military reaction 
and cruel suppression on the side of Turkish authorities followed, and was 
disproportional at least to say, and overwhelmingly supported by both Austro-Hungarian 
and Russian missions. Hundreds of villages were burned to the ground, thousands 
killed, and the exact number of dead, wounded, and escaped refugees was never 
clarified. Reports suggest that some 11,500 men, women and children were killed, over 
36,500 houses were burned down, and more than 50,000 refugees escaped in front of 
the massacres in the affected regions of Macedonia. In reality these tragic figures were 
much higher. 

On August 8, the Russian consul Rostkovsky was killed in Bitola; the murderer, a 
Turkish gendarme, was arrested and executed. 

On September 22, the Porte addressed a note to Austro-Hungary and Russia 
explaining the reasons for the uprising and justifying the course of action of the Turkish 
authorities. The fleeing Macedonians were strongly encouraged to return to their 
villages and rebuild their destroyed houses; they were promised security, but no real 
measures for the validity of this security were indicated. On October 16, the Turkish 


government finally published an ‘lrade’ (a ‘Decree’) about the ‘reforms’ in Macedonia, 
but this was again more of a promise of reform than a reform. 

In the autumn of 1903, the St. Petersburg Charitable Society sent 10,000 rubles for 
the Macedonian refugees, and the Russian Red Cross collected large funds for the 
Macedonians, official Russia repeatedly defended itself, claiming that it was a question 
of humanitarian aid from individuals, and not of any kind of support for the Macedonian 
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falls into the hands of the revolutionaries. Meanwhile, Russian Emperor Nicholas Il 
visited his Austro-Hungarian colleague Franz Joseph, and on October 3, 1903, an 
agreement was concluded in the Murzsteg hunting castle regarding Macedonia. Acting 
on the basis of this agreement, the ambassadors of the same two powers handed the 
following ‘Program of reforms’ to Turkey on 22 October: 


1) Under inspector general Hilmi Pasha, two civilian agents to be appointed for a 2-year 
term by Austro-Hungary and Russia, who should draw the attention of the Inspector 
General to the needs of the Christian population in order to eliminate the abuses of the 
local Turkish authorities. 


2) The reorganization of the gendarmerie in the three vilayets should be entrusted to a 
inspector general in the service of the Turkish government, but of a foreign nationality; it 
must be accompanied by officers appointed by foreign powers. 


3) As soon as the calm of the country is achieved, the Turkish government must change 
the territorial boundaries of the administrative districts, taking into account the national 
composition of the population. 


4) It is necessary to admit local Christians to the administration and courts. 


5) To investigate political and criminal crimes committed during the riots, it is necessary 
to appoint mixed commissions of Christians and Mohammedans, which should include 
the consuls of Austria and Russia. The Turkish government tried to slow down the 
implementation of the reforms required of it, but it failed. 

In December, Austro-Hungary and Russia appointed their own civilian agents. An 
Italian, general De Giorgio, was appointed head of the new gendarmerie; all the great 
powers appointed their officers to the new Gendarmerie in Macedonia. Acting both 
against the Turks and against the revolutionary gangs, the European gendarmerie 
temporarily restored some semblance of order, but could not weaken the mutual hatred 
of the Muslim and Christian populations. 

On April 9, 1904, Turkey concluded an agreement with Bulgaria regarding 
Macedonia. Bulgaria undertook to unconditionally oppose the formation of Macedonian 
Revolutionary Committees and armed bands on its territory, and to punish to the full 
extent of the laws those who, having committed criminal acts on Turkish territory, flee to 
Bulgaria; Bulgaria must not allow the export of explosives and poisonous substances, 
shells and weapons to Turkey (read ‘Macedonia’). Turkey promised reforms and 
amnesty. The latter was actually announced and a lot of people were released from 
prisons. However, under various pretexts, many of those released were immediately re- 
imprisoned. After this treaty, which is partly the result of pressure from Russia, the 
Bulgar agrarian government becomes decidedly hostile to the revolutionary movement 
in Macedonia. The movement is somewhat weakening in quantitative terms, but it is 
becoming even more violent. In June 1904, dynamite attempts were made in various 
places in Macedonia. 

Under the influence of further measures taken by the new gendarmerie, in 1905 the 
movement weakened, but still did not stop. Now, as before, Macedonia was in a 
continous state of ferment. 


At the end of 1905, the terms of office of the civil agents of Austro-Hungary and 
Russia were extended. 
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WITH THE MACEDONIAN ixaUnGKNTS: 


A BIRDS RYE VIKW OF A TURKisN OUTPOST 


The Aftermath of the partition of Macedonia after the 
WW 1, and repeated bloody suppression of Macedonia 
reunification after WW2 


What followed was the grim fulfillment of the Berlin Congress promise given by the 
Great Powers for division of Macedonia between the 4 newly created artificial nations. 
And since they didn’t manage (with all their chauvinistic-assimilation tools and schools, 


Decline and Partition (1903-1919) 119 
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Macedonian lands annexed by 


Map 5 Partitioned Macedonia 


schismatic and ethnophiletistic churches and police brutality) to convert the stubborn 
Macedonians into something they are not, thus their puppet armies were engaged in 


bloody division of Macedonia during the 1st and 2nd Wars for Partition of Macedonia, 
fought exclusively on Macedonian territory, but so conveniently and conventionally 
renamed into “Balkan Wars’; and thenafter they once again re-engaged in bloody 
division of Macedonia for third time during the WW1... 

But, the 20th century and the end of the “Balkan Wars” didn’t mean the arrival of 
civilizational achievements in the horribly tormented and divided Macedonian Peninsula. 
After the second “Balkan” and First World War, the genocide over the Macedonians 
continued in the same monstrous fashion. The only difference was the new label of the 
old oppressors — part of the Turks converted into Christians, and from irregular 
bashibazouks, together with the Viach marauders and other minority subgroups — were 


promoted into “New Greex’ and “Albanians”; the Servians and Vlachs became 
“Serbians” as of 1915; and the Mongolo-Turkic bulgar Pecheneg, Chuvash and Gagauz 
bashibazouks became “Bulgarians”. These new “nations” efficiently replaced the former 
Turkish and Mamelluk oppressors and their inhuman ways of scourge and terror in 
Macedonia. No matter how they dressed, disguised or renamed, they all continued the 
incessant genocide over the Macedonian population, whenever and however they could 
succeed in it. Especially good in this macabre work were the brand new “Greex’ and 
“Albanians”. They served and indistinctively still serve every foreign power that would 
subdue and use them in plundering, killing, and burning everything Orthodox and 
Macedonian. These disguised ex-Turks and Asian-Semitic gangs during the WW2 were 


equally faithful to the German occupational forces, and again to the British occupiers 
after the WW2. 
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LES aTROCITES TURQUES EN MACEDOINE — DEVANT VOBJECTIF 
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Above and on the next page: the bloody and rarely inhuman Turkish oppression 
against Macedonians didn’t stop after the defeat of Ottoman Empire. The Turk 
bashibazouks that were left behind together with Viach and some other minority 
groups became “Greex”, and they continued with the atrocities and terror over 
Macedonian population. They just throw their Turkish ‘Fes’ hats, customs and 
uniforms, put on the new ones and keep on with their bloody job for the new 
masters” 


» The territory of “Grease” isn’t “Greek” in the first place. Instead it is object of legitimate trade 
to foreign investors and was sold to Britain, France and Russia by the Turkish sultan in 1832: 


- "The Treaty of Constantinople ... in February 1832 with the participation of the Great Powers 
(Britain, France and Russia) on the one hand and the Ottoman Empire on the other. 

Under the protocol signed on May 7, 1832 between Bavaria and the protecting Powers, and 
basically dealing with the way in which the Regency was to be managed until Otto reached his 
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Large numbers of Macedonians were killed in several massacres during the regime o' 
Greek Monarcho -Fascist government. The above photo ;taken in 1948, shows two Greek 
policemen in front of their station in Lerin with the heads of 27 Macedonians who fought 
for national and social freedom.. 


A spark of hope in Vardar and Aegean parts of Macedonia was lightened during the 
WWz2, when the surge of antifascist partisan forces in Jugoslavia (NOVJ) and Grease 
(ELAS, later under the name of Democratic Army of Grease*’) liberated from Bulgar, 
German and Italian occupation northern, central, and southern parts of Macedonian 
Peninsula. The resistance movements involved armed and unarmed groups from 
across the political spectrum that resisted during the World War Il, and fought against 
the Axis forces occupation of Yugoslavia and Grease in the period 1941-1944. The 
largest group in the south was the Communist-dominated EAM-ELAS. This Resistance 
Movement is considered one of the strongest resistance movements in Nazi-occupied 
Europe, with partisans controlling much of the countryside prior to the German 
withdrawal from Grease in late 1944. 


majority (while also concluding the second Greek loan, for a sum of 2,400,000 sterling), Grease 
was defined as an "independent kingdom"(?), with the Arta-Volos line as its northern frontier. 

The Ottoman Empire was indemnified in the sum of 40,000,000 piastres for the loss of the 
territory." http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Treaty_of Constantinople _%281832%29 


” https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democratic_Army_of Greece 


On 10 March 1944 the EAM-ELAS, now in control of most of the country, 
established the Political Committee of National Liberation (PEEA), popularly known as 
the "Mountain Government". But, this liberation government was a 3rd government in 
effect, in stark opposition to the quisling-rival one of the fascist collaborationists in 
Athens, and to the British satellite “qovernment-in-exile” in Cairo. Its aims, according to 
its founding Act, were, "to intensify the struggle against the conquerors (...) for full 
national liberation, for the consolidation of the independence and integrity of our country 
(...) and for the annihilation of domestic fascism and armed traitor formations." However, 
the spark of hope lasted for a very short time. When finally the liberation came in 
October 1944, and Political Committee of National Liberation (PEEA) was established — 
and in the same time the neocolonialist forces reacted immediately, and on 13th of 
October British occupational troops entered Athens... 
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Above: British and American invasion forces, helped by the released fascist- 
collaborationist “Greex”’, who were still equipped with the German and Italian arms 
and uniforms. Note the American-supplied tanks that are without national markings, 
instead they were marked by blue and yellow circles and triangles, in order to 
camouflage this direct foreign military intervention as “Civil War” 


The resistance movement was in stark opposition of the western expansionist interests, 
and threatened their neocolonialist plans, angering Great Britain and the United States. 
Thus, the western powers had already prepared an adequate response against, in their 
opinion, the ‘Russian communist expansion’. In that context, George Kenan, the first 
secretary of the American embassy in Moscow, with his famous "Long Telegram", not 
only warned of the spread of the “communist danger”, but also set the basic contours of 
the “policy of containment”. Basically, the main goal of this policy was "to keep the 
Soviet Union in its place by strengthening the economies, and hence the morale, of all 
those countries that can be the target of destruction". In other words - to fight with 
necessary means Russia and the Soviet Union. With the publication of the “Truman 
Doctrine’ the Churchill-imperialist wet dream formally became part of the American 
foreign expansionist policy. By ignoring the past years of unimaginable human sacrifice 
and bloody fight for freedom of their now ex-allies, Britain and USA stabbed them in the 
back and started their first neocolonialist military intervention in a foreign country 
already in 1944. 

The official British thinking is reflected in War Cabinet papers and other documents 
kept in the Public Record Office at Kew (Richmond, UK). As far back as 17 August 
1944, Churchill had written a “Personal and Top Secret” neocolonialist memo to US 
president Franklin Roosevelt to say that: “The War Cabinet and Foreign Secretary are 
much concerned about what will happen in Athens, and indeed Greece, when the 
Germans crack or when their divisions try to evacuate the country. If there is a long 
hiatus after German authorities have gone from the city before organized government 
can be set up, it seems very likely that EAM and the Communist extremists will attempt 
to seize the city.” — Pointless to say that there was no “plot to take over Athens” by no 
one whatsoever, as Churchill always maintained. The very people who were the EAM- 
ELAS were already in and around the city, and they didn’t come there to occupy 
someone, as they were the liberators of their own country that fought against the foreign 
occupator, and simply wanted to constitute “their state ruled by the people for the 
people”. ELAS had roughly 50,000 armed partisans, and in May 1944 on the arrival of 
British troops agreed to place its men under the command of ally officer, Lt. Gen. 
Ronald Scobie. What a mistake! That wasn’t an ally, but only next in the line of foreign 
invaders. Unfortunately, the kind of freedom and justice for which EAM-ELAS partisans 
were fighting for many years was not on the neo-imperialist colonial agenda of the 
western-pirates and Eurocentric wannabes. 

Grease wasn’t by coincidence the first country in Europe where London and 
Washington's determination to use the “policy of containment” has been demonstrated. 
The old-new division of Macedonia was re-agreed on Yalta between the ignorant 
Russian kulak ‘Stalin’ and W. Churchil, and it must've been executed by force, with 
foreign military intervention, once again... Started by British colonial forces it was 


nicknamed “Operation Rat-hole”™, only to be renamed later by the Americans into 
“Marshal Plan”. With the oxymoron excuse of “Greek Civil War’ British and American 
forces, as fastest as they could, invaded Grease and Aegean Macedonia in particular, 
and attacked their allies from aia: Eurocentric say “useful idiots” was coined then. 
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Above: beginning of the British occupation of Grease with the ‘Operation Rat-hole’ in 
the October of 1944 


- https://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Operation+Rathole , 


https://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/30/athens-1944-britains-dirty-secret , 
https://www.devex.com/news/opinion-even-the-marshall-plan-was-once-called-operation-rat- 


hole-89975 


André Gerolymatos in his book “An International Civil War: Greece, 1943-1949” writes 
about how “in the middle of November, the British started releasing the ex-SS ‘Security 
Battalion’ officers, and soon some of them were freely walking the streets of Athens 
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wearing new uniforms... The British army continued to provide protection and to assist 
the gradual rehabilitation of the former quisling units in the Greek army and police 
forces.” British and these mixed bands of nazi-paramilitary troops formed from ex- 
fascist collaborationists, now “loyal” to the illegitimate “government-in-exile”, moved with 
extreme violence to suppress the PEEA. Approximately 5,000 soldiers and officers were 
disarmed and deported to prison camps. More atrocities came from the same nazi 
collaborators and criminals against which for years fought the very same freedom-loving 
people. The archives of D.S. National Solidarity indicate that by 31 March 1946, 
nationwide, 1,289 “suspected communists” had been killed, 6,671 had been wounded, 
84,931 had been arrested, 165 been raped, and the property of 18,767 was looted. 
Imprisoned “suspected communists” numbered in excess of 30,000. Off course, the 


- https://www.amazon.com/International-Civil- War-Greece-1943-1949/dp/0300180608 


numbers of killed, rapped, displaced and imprisoned are much-much higher. Those 
responsible for the murders, according to the DSE, were ex fascist-collaborationist 
groups, “national” guards, rural police, and members of the British armed forces. The 
very same Turks that became “Greex’ during the “Balkan Wars”, were again changing 
uniforms, like they were socks. Thus, the very same free loving people who fought 
against the German, Italian and Bulgar fascists for the whole WW2 until 1944, now were 
forced to fight against a new invaders and once again against the old traitors and 
quisling collaborators. The German tanks had been replaced by British ones, the brutal 
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SS and Gestapo officers by British soldiers. The misinformation that the Operation Rat- 
hole was a “Greek Civil War’ was forged and spread too, the backstabbing treachery 
and propaganda of the British foreign policy was complete. This was the first known 


‘Hybrid War’ and critical battle in the wider Soviet-American confrontation after the 
WWz2, and it was a key element against Moscow's potential advancement toward 
southeast. Hence, the US President Harry Truman was ready to take over the historic 
role of the United Kingdom with the ‘Operation Rathole’ in blocking the Soviet “advance” 


towards the Mediterranean. And, Macedonia once again found itself in the middle of 
their confrontation. 

This global transfer of power between Great Britain and the United States (March 
1947) not only provided Grease with a new powerful occupier, but also with a foreign 
master that believed that the defeat of the partisan insurgents in Grease was necessary 
for the success of the “containment” policy of the Soviet Union. In this way, the “Civil 
War in Grease”, which never was a “Civil War’, for the offended side was hope to 
provide power to the Greek communists and the national liberation for the 
Macedonians, but in fact, for both, was lost cause before it even started. Even more - in 
that moment Moscow, their main but essentially only ally, assessed that the armed 
struggle in Grease at the given moment is turning into a direct threat to Russia’s already 
acquired positions. After all, for the ignorant kulak Stalin, "the time of the revolution was 
not over. If the Greek communists fail now, they will succeed in 20-25 years". What an 
ignorant and unforgivable misjudgment! 


——— 


Above: British “special” neocolonialist forces during the Operation Rat-hole in 
Grease 
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